why they dispute them, say to me "Yes, yes. yes,1 but
how would new inventions be adopted in the nev.
society which you envisage?"

If pressed I could probably write about 15,0* j
words on the subject of how new processes are held
up in our present society and how they might come
forward in the new. But I ask myself, is it in any wav
useful for me to write these 15,000 words in ^/r bocL?
Is it not far better for someone who knows from first-
hand experience something of the business of getting
new processes adopted ;or squashed under the present
system to write on this subject in some other book?
See on this matter the definite suggestion I make
later on.

Indeed, in discussing this problem or any one of the
other problems which I have listed, or have failed
to list, on a previous page, you will find that there is
no common language between those who believe in
private ownership and those who believe in Common
Ownership. .

Two such men address their minds to problems
which are fundamentally different in kind. For he who
advocates private ownership, when he thinks of any
political problem, is in fact asking himself "How shall
the democratically elected representatives of the
people create those conditions in which, not they
themselves, but other and private individuals, shall be
induced, in the pursuit of their own economic interest,
to do those things which, in the interests of the corn-
munity5 ought to be done?" Whereas the other is
asking himself "How shall the democratically elected
representatives of the people actually themselves do

1 These "Yeses" in fact mean a half-way house between
"Perhaps, perhaps, perhaps,'* and "No, no, no/*
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